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DETAILED ACTION 



Claims 1-26 are presented for examination. 

5 Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
10 the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 

invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

1 5 Applicants Admitted Prior Art [AAPA] in view of Anonsen [Publication No. US 

2004/0015508] and further in view of Dennis [US Patent No. 6,792,556]. 

As per claim 1, AAPA teach the invention, comprising: 
making second configuration tables [Page 4 lines 7-9]; and 
20 using the second configuration tables to modify the first configuration tables 

[Page 4 lines 7-9]. 

AAPA do not teach the method of determining whether the first configuration 
tables have changed. Specifically, AAPA teach the method of keeping the system 
25 going while transitioning from one system to another wherein the changes made during 
this transition are lost. However, AAPA fails to detail the method of determining 
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whether the tables still define the original so important data are not lost. A routineer in 
the art would have been motivated to look for a teaching for the possible method of 
retaining any changes made during a transition from an original table to an updated 
table. 

5 

Anonsen teaches another method of transitioning from an original table to an 
updated table while also checking for changes so as to not erase important changes. 
Anonsen teaches a method of creating a copy of an initial table, then updating the table; 
however before the table is updated with the new updated table the initial table is 
1 0 compared with the copy to determine if the tables match wherein if the tables do not 
match it is determined that a change has occurred and if the tables do match no change 
has occurred and the table is updated [Fig. 3, method 1000; Col Pages 4-5, [[0044]- 
[0046]]. In summary, Anonsen teaches a method of not erasing important changes by 
determining if the copy still defines the original. 

15 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teachings of AAPA and Anonsen, which are analogous art, because they both teach a 
method of updating tables while using a second table for updating. Anonsen covers the 
deficiency of AAPA by teaching the detail of having the option to save or discard any 
20 changes made if it is determined that the tables do not match indicating a change has 
occurred. 
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AAPA and Anonsen do not teach the method of making a snapshot of the first 
system to determine if the system has changed. Specifically, Anonsen teach the 
method of making a copy of the initial tables to determine if a change has been made, 
and updating to the updated table if its determined there has not been a change. 
5 However, Anonsen fails to detail a method of determining whether a change has 
occurred by creating a snapshot. A routineer in the art would have been motivated to 
look for a teaching for the possible method of comparing data using a snapshot. 



Dennis teaches another method of determining whether the copy still defines the 
1 0 current system. Dennis teaches a method of making a snapshot of the current system 
wherein it is determined whether the current system still matches the snapshot. When 
there is a change to the current system, the user is prompted that there has been a 
change and to input a decision to run the current modified system or to run the copy 
[Col 9 lines 44-47 and Col 10 lines 21-28]. 

15 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teachings of AAPA and Anonsen with Dennis, which are analogous art, because they 
teach a method of determining whether changes have been made to initial data using a 
previously made copy. Dennis covers the deficiency of AAPA and Anonsen by 
20 teaching the detail comparing information using a snapshot copy with an added benefit 
of prompting a user to determine whether to use the first system that has currently 
changed or to use the snapshot. 
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As per claim 2-3, and 5-6, Dennis teaches a method of using a snapshot to 
make a determination. 

As per claim 4, AAPA teaches the invention of making and modifying a copy 
5 [Page 4 lines 7-9]. 

As per claims 7-9, it is obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art as proposed by 
AAPA [Page 3 lines 15-21 and Page 4 lines 7-14 J. 

10 As per claims 10, 12-14, and 16, Dennis teaches a method of allowing a user to 

control the determination of updating or discarding the changes [Fig. 4 step 414]. 

As per claim 11, AAPA teaches the invention of modifying the first tables with 
the second while it is obvious to modify data tables in various ways including record by 
1 5 record [Page 4 lines 7-9]. 

As per claim 17, AAPA teaches the invention of including configuration tracking 
tables Page 3 lines 15-29]. 

20 As per claims 19-25, it is directed to the apparatus to implement the method of 

steps as set forth in claims 1-18. Therefore, it is rejected for the same basis as set forth 
hereinabove. 
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As per claim 26, it is directed to a storage device to implement the method of 
steps as set forth in claims 1-18. Therefore, it is rejected for the same basis as set forth 
hereinabove. 

5 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Malcolm D. Cribbs whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5689. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8AM-430PM. 

10 If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Thomas Lee can be reached on 571-272-3667. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

15 published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

20 USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Malcolm D Cribbs 
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